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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 03/27/2006 has been entered. 

2. Claims 1-27 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 1-8, 10-14, 16-18, 20-21, and 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bialick et al. (Bialick Patent Number: 6,003,135) in view of Perona et al. 
USPN 6,671, 809 Bl. 

As per claim 1, Bialick teaches a method comprising: in a portable data device (fig. 3B element 
311), checking a wireless network card for a stored platform discrimination indication (col. 2 
lines 32-47, col. 9 lines 45-col. 10 lines 10, and col. 13 lines 1 1-61); and depending on the value 
of the platform discrimination indication, inhibiting or allowing data transfer, using the wireless 
network card (col. 6 lines 46-lines 53, col. 10 lines 26-49, and fig. 5 No. 5). 
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Applicant amends to include the data transfer is across a wireless network, and argues 
that applied reference Kawashima does not disclose a data transfer across network that is 
dependent upon a platform discrimination indication of a wireless network card where the 
platform discrimination indication dependent upon a type of a portable data device. However, 
The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's contentions and would like to draw the 
Applicant's attention to fig. 3A element 303 and col. 6 lines 63-col. 7 lines 9 wherein Bialick et 
al. discloses a communication interface can be any of a variety of communication interfaces, 
such as a wireless communications interface, a PCMCIA interface, a serial such as an RS-232 
interface, and SCSI interface. It is clear that data is communicated through/across a wireless 
network. However, for argument sake, the examiner would like to draw applicant's attention to 
col. 3 lines 25-col. 4 lines 43, fig. 1-2, and col. 2 lines 58-col. 3 lines 23 of Perona et al. wherein 
the computing platform 20, of the wireless information transmitting system (WITS), which 
includes platform indication information that uniquely identifies the platform where checked by 
other software components and rules information that includes conventional types of vendor- 
specific rules to instantiate/load application by performing a serious of two-way rule checks and 
transfer data across wireless network. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Perona et al. rules within the system of 
Bialick because a rule would discriminate the type of wireless devices. One would have been 
motivated to incorporate the teachings of platform indicator rule checking of the wireless device 
to types of device because it would allow, a service provider, to charge a user different rate of 
prices based on the type of devices. 
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As per claim 10, Bialick teaches a method comprising: at a first device (fig. 3B element 31 1), 
using an input electronic ID of a wireless network card (col. 1 1 lines 32-58) to determine a first 
key value (col. 18 lines 48-59, col. 14 lines 3-18, and col. 21 lines 28-50); at a portable data 
device not the first device (col. 18 lines 57-59), using the first key value to calculate a calculated 
ID value 18 lines (col. 18 lines 48-59, col. 21 lines 28-50); and at the portable data device, 
comparing the calculated ID value to the electronic ID of the wireless network card so that if the 
calculated ID value matches the electronic ID of the wireless network card data transmissions 
from the portable data device through the wireless network card are enabled (col. 6 lines 46-53, 
and col. 21 lines 39-43). 

Applicant amends to include the data transfer is across a wireless network, and argues 
that applied reference Kawashima does not disclose a data transfer across network that is 
dependent upon a platform discrimination indication of a wireless network card where the 
platform discrimination indication dependent upon a type of a portable data device. However, 
The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's contentions and would like to draw the 
Applicant's attention to fig. 3A element 303 and col. 6 lines 63-col. 7 lines 9 wherein Bialick et 
al. discloses a communication interface can be any of a variety of communication interfaces, 
such as a wireless communications interface, a PCMCIA interface, a serial such as an RS-232 
interface, and SCSI interface. It is clear that data is communicated through/across a wireless 
network. However, for argument sake, the examiner would like to draw applicant's attention to 
col. 3 lines 25-col. 4 lines 43, fig. 1-2, and col. 2 lines 58-col. 3 lines 23 of Perona et al. wherein 
the computing platform 20, of the wireless information transmitting system (WITS), which 
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includes platform indication information that uniquely identifies the platform where checked by 
other software components and rules information that includes conventional types of vendor- 
specific rules to instantiate/load application by performing a serious of two-way rule checks and 
transfer data across wireless network. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Perona et al. rules within the system of 
Bialick because a rule would discriminate the type of wireless devices. One would have been 
motivated to incorporate the teachings of platform indicator rule checking of the wireless device 
to types of device because it would allow, a service provider, to charge a user different rate of 
prices based on the type of devices. 

As per claim 27, Bialick teaches a wireless network card software driver for a portable data 
device (fig. 3B element 3 1 1 and 312), the wireless network card software driver adapted to 
implement the steps of: checking wireless network card for platform discrimination indication 
(col. 2 lines 32-47, col. 9 lines 45-col. 10 lines 10, and col. 13 lines 1 1-61); using platform 
discrimination indication to determine whether to enable data transfer using the wireless network 
card (col. 6 lines 46-lines 53, col. 10 lines 26-49, and fig. 5 No. 5); if data transfer not enabled 
(col. 13 lines 31-34), prompting user for key value (col. 14 lines 3-18); using key value to 
determine a calculated ID value (col. 21 lines 39-43); comparing the calculated ID value with ID 
value obtained from wireless network card; if calculated ID value matches ID value obtained 
from wireless network card, modifying platform discrimination indication in wireless network 
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card to enable data transfer using the wireless network card (col. 6 lines 46-53, col. 6 lines 45-53, 
and col. 21 lines 39-43). 

Applicant amends to include the data transfer is across a wireless network, and argues 
that applied reference Kawashima does not disclose a data transfer across network that is 
dependent upon a platform discrimination indication of a wireless network card where the 
platform discrimination indication dependent upon a type of a portable data device. However, 
The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's contentions and would like to draw the 
Applicant's attention to fig. 3A element 303 and col. 6 lines 63-col. 7 lines 9 wherein Bialick et 
al. discloses a communication interface can be any of a variety of communication interfaces, 
such as a wireless communications interface, a PCMCIA interface, a serial such as an RS-232 
interface, and SCSI interface. It is clear that data is communicated through/across a wireless 
network. However, for argument sake, the examiner would like to draw applicant's attention to 
col. 3 lines 25-col. 4 lines 43, fig. 1-2, and col. 2 lines 58-col. 3 lines 23 of Perona et al. wherein 
the computing platform 20, of the wireless information transmitting system (WITS), which 
includes platform indication information that uniquely identifies the platform where checked by 
other software components and rules information that includes conventional types of vendor- 
specific rules to instantiate/load application by performing a serious of two-way rule checks and 
transfer data across wireless network. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Perona et al. rules within the system of 
Bialick because a rule would discriminate the type of wireless devices. One would have been 
motivated to incorporate the teachings of platform indicator rule checking of the wireless device 
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to types of device because it would allow, a service provider, to charge a user different rate of 
prices based on the type of devices. 

As per claim 2, Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
Bialick discloses the method, wherein the portable data device is a notebook computer (col. 1 
lines 29-33). 

As per claim 3, Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
Bialick discloses the method, wherein if the data transfer is inhibited, the portable data device 
requests an upgrade key value (col. 13 lines 31-34, col. 14 lines 3-18). 

As per claim 4, Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
Bialick discloses the method, wherein if an upgrade key (PIN/access key) value is provided by a 
user, the portable data device calculates a unique calculated I.D. value (col. 14 lines 3-18, col. 21 
lines 28-50; key encryption decryption exchange is introduced). 

As per claim 5, Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
Bialick discloses the method, wherein the calculated I.D. value is compared to a unique 
electronic I.D. value stored in the wireless network card (col. 21 lines 39-50; digital 
signature/hash is suggested). 

As per claim 6, Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
Bialick discloses the method, wherein if the calculated I.D. value matches the electronic I.D. 
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value of the wireless network card, transmissions from the portable computer to the wireless 
network card are enabled (col. 21 lines 39-50). 

As per claim 7, Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
Bialick discloses the method, wherein the platform discrimination indicates the value in the 
wireless network card is modified when transmissions are enabled (col. 10 lines 26-49, fig. 5 
element 5). 

As per claim 8, Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
Bialick discloses the method, wherein the key value is obtained by providing the unique 
electronic I.D. value of the wireless network card to a program that calculates the key value (col. 
21 lines 39-50). 

As per claim 11, Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
Bialick discloses the method, wherein the first key is a platform activator key (col. 14 lines 3- 
18). 

As per claim 12, Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
Bialick discloses the method, wherein when the calculated I.D. value matches the electronic I.D. 
value of the wireless network card, a platform discrimination indication on the wireless network 
card is modified (col. 21 lines 39-50, col. 10 lines 26-49, and fig. 5 element 5). 
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As per claim 13, Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
Bialick discloses the method, wherein the platform discrimination indication is checked before 
transmitting from the wireless network card using one type of portable data device (col. 2 lines 
32-47, and col. 9 lines 45-col. 10 lines 10). 

As per claim 14, Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
Bialick discloses the method, wherein other types of portable data devices do not require a check 
of the platform discrimination indication before operation (col. 13 lines 38-61). 

As per claim 16, Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
Bialick discloses the method, wherein the production of the key value is done using an 
encryption algorithm (col. 21 lines 44-50). 

As per claim 17, Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
Bialick discloses the method, wherein the production of the calculated I.D. value is done using a 
decryption algorithm (col. 21 lines 13-50). 

As per claim 18, Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
Bialick discloses the method, wherein the portable data device includes a device driver (fig. 3B 
element 311). 

As per claim 20, Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
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Bialick discloses the method, wherein the electronic I.D. value is stored on the wireless network 
card (col. 11 lines 32-58). 

As per claim 21 , Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
Bialick discloses the method, in which a personal computer obtains the electronic I.D. from the 
wireless network card electronically (col. 1 1 lines 32-58). 

As per claim 26 Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. In addition, 
Bialick discloses the wireless network card wherein the user takes an electronic I.D. of the 
wireless network card (col. 1 1 lines 32-58), uses the electronic I.D. of the wireless network card 
to produce a first key value (col. 18 lines 48-59), this first key value is then used by the personal 
portable data device to calculate a calculated I.D. (col. 21 lines 28-50), if the calculated I.D. 
matches the electronic I.D. of the wireless network card, the platform discrimination indication is 
modified to allow the wireless network card to operate with the expanded set of portable data 
devices (col. 6 lines 46-53, col. 6 lines 45-53, and col. 21 lines 39-43). 

5. Claims 9 and 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over by 
Bialick et al. (Bialick Patent Number: 6,003,135) in view of Okada et al. (Patent No.: US 
6,374,315 Bl) and Perona et al. USPN 6,671,809 Bl. 

As per claim 22, Bialick teaches a wireless network card for use with portable data devices (fig. 
3B element 31 1 and 312), the wireless network card including a stored platform discrimination 
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indication (col. 2 lines 32-47, col. 9 lines 45-col. 10 lines 10, and col. 13 lines 1 1-61), Bialick 
teaches checking a wireless network card for a stored platform discrimination indication for a 
type of wireless network card and transfer data. Bialick does not explicitly teach the value of the 
platform discrimination indication determining whether the wireless network card can be used 
with a given type of portable data device, one value of the platform discrimination indication 
allowing the wireless network card to be used with a restricted set of portable data devices, 
another value of the platform discrimination indication allowing the use of the wireless network 
card with an expanded set of portable data devices, the expanded set of portable data devices 
including the restricted set of portable data devices as well as additional portable data devices not 
included in the restricted set of portable data devices. 

However Okada teaches a wireless network card/PCMCIA with a discrimination 
indication data stored on the card to allow the external storage device to be controlled by the host 
computer (col. 2 lines 53-55, col. 6 lines 24-36, and col. 7 lines 51-67). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Okada within the system of Bialick because 
they are analogous in wireless network card data transfer (fig. 2 no. 62 and 10). One skilled in 
the art would have been motivated to modify the teachings of Okada within the system of Bialick 
because it'd restrict/discriminate the wireless network card to be used in certain wireless devices 
in order to charge the notebook user less amount (for less traffic) than laptop user. 

Applicant amends to include the data transfer is across a wireless network, and argues 
that applied references Kawashima and Okada do not disclose a data transfer across network that 
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is dependent upon a platform discrimination indication of a wireless network card where the 
platform discrimination indication dependent upon a type of a portable data device. However, 
The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's contentions and would like to draw the 
Applicant's attention to fig. 3A element 303 and col. 6 lines 63-col. 7 lines 9 wherein Bialick et 
al. discloses a communication interface can be any of a variety of communication interfaces, 
such as a wireless communications interface, a PCMCIA interface, a serial such as an RS-232 
interface, and SCSI interface. It is clear that data is communicated through/across a wireless 
network. However, for argument sake, the examiner would like to draw applicant's attention to 
col. 3 lines 25-col. 4 lines 43, fig. 1-2, and col. 2 lines 58-col. 3 lines 23 of Perona et al. wherein 
the computing platform 20, of the wireless information transmitting system (WITS), which 
includes platform indication information that uniquely identifies the platform where checked by 
other software components and rules information that includes conventional types of vendor- 
specific rules to instantiate/load application by performing a serious of two-way rule checks and 
transfer data across wireless network. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Perona et al. rules within the system of 
Bialick and Okada because a rule would discriminate the type of wireless devices. One would 
have been motivated to incorporate the teachings of platform indicator rule checking of the 
wireless device to types of device because it would allow, a service provider, to charge a user 
different rate of prices based on the type of devices. 

As per claim 23, Bialick, Okada and Perona teach subject matter as described above. In addition 
Okada teaches the wireless network card wherein the restricted set of portable data devices 
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includes a personal digital assistant but does not include notebook computers (col. 2 lines 53-55, 
col. 6 lines 24-36, and col. 7 lines 51-67). The rational for combining are the same as claim 22 
above. 

As per claim 24, Bialick, Okada and Perona teach subject matter as described above. In addition 
Okada teaches the wireless network card wherein the expanded set of portable data devices 
includes notebook computers (col. 2 lines 53-55, col. 6 lines 24-36, and col. 7 lines 51-67). The 
rational for combining are the same as claim 22 above. 

As per claim 25, Bialick, Okada and Perona teach subject matter as described above. In addition 
Okada teaches the wireless network card in which the platform discrimination indication can be 
upgraded from the restricted set of portable data devices to the expanded set (col. 2 lines 53-55, 
col. 6 lines 24-36, and col. 7 lines 51-67). The rational for combining are the same as claim 22 
above. 

6. Claims 15 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over by 
Bialick et al. (Bialick Patent Number: 6,003,135) in view of Perona et al. USPN 6,671,809 Bl 
and Alexander et al. (Alexander Patent Number: 6,134,593). 

As per claim 15, Bialick and Perona teach all the subject matter as described above. 

Bialick and Perona fail to explicitly teach the method, in which fees are charged when the first 
device provides the first key value. 
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However Alexander teaches the method which fees are charged when the key value is provided 
(Abstract; fees are charged when a user transmits a computing device identifier). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was 
made to employ the teachings of Alexander within the combination system of Bialick and Perona 
because it would allow to process payment and grant access to software applications. 

As per claim 19, Bialick and Alexander teach all the subject matter as described above. In 
addition, Alexander teaches the method, in which a cell service provider is used to provide the 
first key value (Abstract). 

7. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bialick et al. 
(Bialick Patent Number: 6,003,135) in view of Perona et al. USPN 6,671,809 Bl in view of 
Okada et al. (Patent No.: US 6,374,315 Bl). 

As per claim 9, Bialick and Perona teach, all the subject matter, the method, wherein the 
platform discrimination indication determines whether the wireless network card can be used 
with the given type of portable data device (Bialick col. 2 lines 32-47, col. 9 lines 45-col. 10, col. 
14 lines 24-25), 

Bialick teaches checking a wireless network card for a stored platform discrimination indication 
for a type of wireless network card and transfer data. Bialick does not explicitly teach one value 
of the platform discrimination indication allowing the wireless network card to be used with a 
restricted set of the portable data devices, another value of the platform discrimination indication 
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allowing the use of the wireless network card with an expanded set of portable data devices, the 
expanded set of portable data devices including the restricted set of portable data devices, as well 
as additional portable data devices not included in the restricted set of portable data devices. 
However Okada teaches a wireless network card/PCMCIA with a discrimination indication data 
stored on the card to allow the external storage device to be controlled by the host computer (col. 
2 lines 53-55, col. 6 lines 24-36, and col. 7 lines 51-67). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Okada within the system of Bialick and 
Perona because they are analogous in wireless network card data transfer (fig. 2 no. 62 and 10). 
One skilled in the art would have been motivated to modify the teachings of Okada within the 
system of Bialick because and Perona because it'd restrict/discriminate the wireless network card 
to be used in certain wireless devices in order to charge the notebook user less amount (for less 
traffic) than laptop user. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eleni A. Shiferaw whose telephone number is 571-272-3867. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz R. Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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